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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-15 and 19-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Comerford et al. (7,024,363). 

As to claim 1 , Comerford teaches a method for use with computing apparatus which 
employs a spoken language interface where it is desirable to modify, update and add capabilities 
associated with the spoken language interface comprising the steps of: 

maintaining a user interface table (1300), at a mobile device, indicative of available or 
existing voice user interface capabilities where the spoken language user interface tables 1300 
comprise a user interface file registration list , spoken language interface data including 
vocabulary and prompt files, 

speech application (PSA) having voice interface features where the speech application 
can be downloaded from a server; and 

using voice user interface (by a dialog manager) according to the user interface data set 
and consequently not activating other application's user interface (Col. 2, lines 20-33; Col. 5, lines 
1-20; Col.9, lines 46-68; Col.10, lines 50-68; Figs.1-3, 7-9, 14, 17, 18B). 
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as to claim 2, Comerford teaches where the profile in the user interface are used for 
running an application therefore the step of initializing this application will be an inherent step. 

As to Claims 3-4, Comerford teaches where the profile includes information relating to 
any combination of vocabulary, dialogue, automatic speech recognition and text-to-speech 
synthesis as well as grammar capabilities (Figs. 1-3) 

As to Claim 5, Comerford teaches where the profile includes definitions of user interface 
functions (Fig. 12). 

With regard to claims 6-15, the corresponding system and apparatus for performing the 
steps claimed in the method claims 1-5 are analogous and therefore rejected by Comerford for 
the foregoing reasons. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/521 ,626 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2626 

As to claim 19, Comerford teaches a method comprising; 

At a first apparatus (Fig. 3, 3400) storing application to be used by another apparatus 
(PDA, 3000); 

a dialog manager reading a user interface profile (3300); 

detection execution is required (inherent step); 

executing the application by consulting the user interface profile; and 

using only appropriate parts of the user interface (Col. 2, lines 20-33; Col. 5, lines 1-20; 
Col.9, lines 46-68; Col.10, lines 50-68; Figs. 1-3, 7-9, 14, 17, 18B). 

As to claims 20, the application interface, 3400, could be a base station. 

As to claim 21, fig. 3 shows where the profile is stored at the mobile device. 

As to claim 22, Comerford teaches where in the event the device doesn't support the 
application the profile is updated (Figs. 17- 18). 

As to claim 23, Comerford teaches where the file includes voice verification setting 
(Fig. 14). 

As to claims 24-28, the corresponding apparatus for performing the steps claimed in the 
method claims 19-23 is analogous and therefore rejected by Comerford for the foregoing 
reasons. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 4/12/2009 have been considered but are moot in view of 
the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel D. Abebe whose telephone number is 571-272-7615. The 
examiner can normally be reached on monday-friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached on 571-272-7843. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Daniel D Abebe/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2626 



